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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Arguments 



1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States, 

2. Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
Eick et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,912,664). 

Referring to claim 1 , Eick discloses a category tool for receiving input from a user 
specifying predefined subject matter categories representing subject matter of interest 
to the viewer (see Figure 7 and Column 7, Lines 25-28). 

Eick also discloses the subject matter represented by each of said predefined 
categories is defined such that the predefined categories together form a hierarchy 
comprising at least a set of top-level categories, respective sets of first level-sub 
categories each corresponding to and encompassed by a top level category, and 
respective sets of second level sub-categories each corresponding to and 
encompassed by a first level sub-category (see Figure 7 for the top level categories, 
Figure 8 for the first sub-level of categories and Figure 9 for the second sub-level of 
categories, and therefore provide a hierarchy of categories). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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Eick also discloses that the category tool is responsive to user navigation 
commands to provide navigation among said predefined categories in accordance with 
said hierarchy (see Column 7, Lines 25-28, Lines 46-49 and Line 67 and Column 8, 
Lines 1-4 for navigating through the three levels of categories). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 20-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Eick et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,912,664) in view of Lee et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,483,428). 

Referring to claim 2, Eick discloses all of the limitations in claim 1 , but fails to 
disclose the limitations of a keyword tool. Lee discloses that the user interface further 
comprises a keyword tool for receiving input from a user specifying keywords 
representing subject matter of interest to the viewer (see step S135 in Figure 18). 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious of ordinary skill 
in the art, to modify the hierarchical menu system as taught by Eick, using the keyword 
tool, as taught by Lee, for the purpose of providing faster access and a more efficient 
search technique to a user in order to quickly find preferred programming. 

Claim 3 corresponds to claim 2, where Lee discloses that input received by said 
keyword tool comprises keyword preference scores indicating an amount of viewer 
interest in subject matter represented by a specified keyword (see step S140 in Figure 
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18 for identifying common terms using the keywords and then ranking the entire list in 
step S145). 

Claim 4 corresponds to claim 1 , where Lee discloses that input received by said 
category input tool comprises category preference scores indicating an amount of 
viewer interest in subject matter represented by a specified predefined category (see 
Column 10, Lines 16-24 for specifying a category score). 

Referring to claim 5, see rejection of claim 2. The examiner notes that a keyword 
and a qualified keyword is still a "keyword". The term "qualified" does not limit this 
limitation. 

Referring to claim 6, see rejection of claim 3. The examiner notes that a keyword 
and a qualified keyword is still a "keyword". The term "qualified" does not limit this 
limitation. 

Claim 7 corresponds to claim 4, where Lee discloses element 140' in Figure 7 for 
specifying how much a user likes and dislikes certain categories of programs. 

Claim 8 corresponds to claim 1 , where Lee discloses a priority tool for receiving 
input from a user specifying a priority of said viewer profile relative to other viewer 
profiles when multiple viewer profiles are used for determining programming events of 
interest (see Column 4, Lines 29-34 for adjusting the weighting of a user profile). 

Claim 9 corresponds to claim 1 , where Lee discloses an alert per time period tool 
for receiving input from a user specifying a maximum number of alerts to be generated 
within a given time period using said viewer profile (see Column 3, Lines 31-34 for 
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alerting a viewer of upcoming programming event, also note Column 3, Lines 23-25 for 
monitoring the user's viewing pattern (i.e. viewer input)). 

Claim 10 corresponds to claim 1, where Lee discloses an alert time advance tool 
for receiving input from a user specifying, for a programming event determined to be of 
interest using said viewer profile, an amount of time prior to the programming event that 
an alert for the programming event is to be provided (see Column 3, Lines 23-48 for 
alerting the viewer of an upcoming programming according to a viewer profile). Note 
that at Column 3, Lines 31-34, the alert is for an "upcoming program", therefore the user 
is inherently alerted before the program will be viewed. 

Claim 1 1 corresponds to claim 1 , Lee discloses a profile activation time tool for 
receiving input from a user specifying times of day during which the viewer profile is to 
be used for identifying programming events of interest (see Column 4, Lines 54-62 for 
ranking a time range when a viewer would like to view programs). 

Claim 12 directly relates to claim 1, where Eick discloses all of the limitations in 
claim 1 (as disclosed in the 102(b) rejection above) as well as Lee disclosing the 
additional limitation of storing data representing said specified predefined categories in 
a viewer profile in a computer readable medium (see Column 7, Lines 11-18 for storing 
preference and profile information). 

Referring to claims 13-20, see rejection of claims 2-3, 5, 4 and 8-1 1 , respectively. 

Referring to claim 21 , see rejection of claim 12. 

Referring to claims 22-29, see rejection of claims 2-3, 5, 4 and 8-1 1 , respectively. 

Conclusion 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason P Salce whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
1824. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 8am-6pm (every other Friday 
off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on (703) 305-4380. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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VIVEK SRIVASTAVA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



